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LULAC OPPOSES CAFTA

WASHINGTON.—The League of United Latin
American Citizens (LULAC) joins several im-
migrant rights and Latino community orga-
nizations today on Capitol Hill to oppose the
Central American Free Trade Agreement
(CAFTA). The groups will present formal let-
ters denouncing CAFTA and demanding that
U.S. Members of Congress vote against the
proposed free trade agreement.

This month LULAC passed a resolution at
its national assembly in opposition of the
Central American Free Trade Agreement.
The resolution explained the various reasons
why CAFTA would cause further harm for
U.S. Latinos and Hispanics abroad. ‘‘Like
NAFTA, the passage of CAFTA would cause
more harm than good by further encouraging
the relocation of manufacturing jobs to
cheaper labor markets pitting U.S. Latinos
and Mexicans against citizens of the global
south in a race to the bottom,” said LULAC
National President Hector Flores.

In order to become law, CAFTA must be
voted on by the U.S. Congress and those six
country’s legislative bodies. Business and
government forces have been lobbying hard
for CAFTA, and this week Salvadoran Presi-
dent Tony Saca met with President Bush
about the deal, while trade and labor min-
isters from the region promoted CAFTA at a
press event last week. Meanwhile, labor
unions and social organizations in the U.S.,
Central America, and the Dominican Repub-
lic have united in opposition to CAFTA.

“LULAC is firmly committed to addressing
the issue of equitable and sustainable eco-
nomic development for Central America. We
fear that CAFTA will unleash enormous
losses for workers in the region as it is cur-
rently designed. LULAC not only works on
economic development issues, but we are
equally working to resolve immigration
problems in the United States. If CAFTA is
enacted, we fear that we will be trying to
stem a tide of desperate undocumented im-
migrants. The proof lies in the results stem-
ming from the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA), which has more than
doubled undocumented immigration from
Mexico since its enactment,” said Gabriela
D. Lemus, Ph.D., LULAC National Director
of Policy and Legislation.

LULAC’s resolution describes the many
reasons why CAFTA falls short of being ac-
ceptable, including its lack of adequate en-
forcement provisions for violations of inter-
nationally recognized labor and environ-
mental standards; and it provisions that
would allow corporations a substantial
amount of power to challenge the countries’
governmental standards in these areas. Ac-
cordingly, LULAC as an organization, re-
solved to call upon state-level organizations
and local chapters to educate members about
the negative impacts of NAFTA and the
threat CAFTA poses to workers’ health and
prosperity.

The League of United Latin American Citi-
zens (LULAC) is the oldest and largest
Latino organization in the United States.
LULAC advances the economic condition,
educational attainment, political influence,
health, and civil rights of Hispanic Ameri-
cans through community-based programs op-
erating at more than 700 LULAC councils na-
tionwide.

———
OUR TRADE RECORD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, here is
the trade record. The United States is
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moving deeper and deeper into red ink
with every major country with which
we have a trade agreement. In fact,
when we sign the trade agreements, the
deficits get worse. Last year, it rung in
at well over $600 billion, nearly two-
thirds of $1 trillion, money that flows
out of this country someplace else.

I rise tonight to join my colleagues
in opposition to the newest idea that is
being proposed, CAFTA, the Central
American Free Trade Agreement.
There is nothing free about free trade.

We are united in support of worker
rights, the environment, family farm-
ers and working men and women. This
is not about us in our country versus
people in other countries. It is about
supporters of fair trade, teaming up for
trade agreements that raise standards
of living for everyone, and put people
and communities before multinational
corporations that pit one Nation
against another.

Free trade can only exist among free
people. Where that does not exist,
trade then equals exploitation of peo-
ple and communities.

During the 10th anniversary of
NAFTA, I led a delegation to Mexico
last year to examine NAFTA’s trade,
economic and social record applica-
tions. Unfortunately, NAFTA’s story
does not have a happy ending. In Mex-
ico, real wages have declined, not in-
creased, as promised. Millions of farm-
ers and rural dwellers have been kicked
off their land, fueling an exodus north
to the Maquiladora zones that the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. SOLIS)
so aptly described.

Here, at home, factory after factory
continues to shut its doors to the
cheap labor of the Maquiladoras, and
U.S. workers have been handed pink
slips by the thousands, by the hundreds
of thousands and the border ecosystem
has taken a major hit.

Thousands were told we would have
trade surpluses with all of these coun-
tries. Well, there is another false one.

Here is Mexico. Ever since NAFTA’s
signing, we have moved into deeper and
deeper trade deficit with the Nation of
Mexico, now nearly $560 billion a year,
and the same is true with Canada.

How can the Bush administration
propose to expand NAFTA to five more
countries? I know his father did this
for NAFTA, but should we not have
learned something by now? I am not
sure the President is willing to learn
from past mistakes. If something does
not work, are we not supposed to fix it?
Should we not be fixing this?

The same is true with China. Another
agreement was signed with the Nation
of China. Have we moved into trade
balance with China? Absolutely not. In
fact, we have the largest trade deficit
in history with China today, now total-
ing over $170 billion, and the red ink
just gets deeper.

With all of its faults, NAFTA’s nego-
tiations took 7 years. CAFTA’s nego-
tiations took barely one year. One
year? Do we really want to base major
policy trade decisions on such a rushed
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process? Do my colleagues know why it
only took 1 year? Because Congress and
fair trade organizations were shut out.
It did not even get a chance to testify.
President Bush expects to bring this to
the floor for a simple up or down vote
under fast track. Is that really the way
to develop international trade policy?

Besides, what is the rush? The com-
bined GDP of Central America is equal
to one-half of one percent of the United
States. What Central America does
have is idle hands, not consumers with
dollars ready to spend. We should take
the time needed to address serious con-
cerns in labor, so those folks can actu-
ally earn a decent living, agriculture
and their right to eke out a decent liv-
ing, investment rights and many more
topics as we did with the Jordanian
trade agreement.

Let the public then get a good look
at it here in this Congress and decide
do we want more NAFTASs.

The labor provisions of CAFTA are
shameful. The only requirement is to
enforce laws already on the books, and
let me ask, what labor rights exist in
El Salvador? They are nonexistent.
Would people rather work in the
United States or in El Salvador?
CAFTA is another example of a rush to
the bottom.

Just like the fight over China trade,
we are being promised great markets
for our goods. They obviously have not
happened in China. Two-thirds of Cen-
tral America’s poor live in desperately
poor rural regions. They are not going
to be rushing out to buy Microsoft Of-
fice systems.

Let us be realistic. I support trade
with Central America, but free trade
ought to occur among free people, and
America ought to stand for inter-
nationally recognized labor rights, the
right to own and farm your land, the
right to a clean environment and the
right to economic security.

————

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON THE BUDG-
ET FOR THE 109TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, in accordance
with clause 2(a) of Rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, | submit for printing
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the Rules of
the Committee on the Budget for the 109th
Congress.

These rules were adopted by the Committee
on the Budget by voice vote at an organiza-
tional meeting held by the Committee on Feb-
ruary 2, 2005.

If there are any questions on the Committee
Rules, please contact Paul Restuccia, Chief
Counsel of the Budget Committee, at 6-7270.

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

GENERAL APPLICABILITY
Rule 1—Applicability of House Rules

Except as otherwise specified herein, the
Rules of the House are the rules of the com-
mittee so far as applicable, except that a mo-
tion to recess from day to day is a motion of
high privilege.
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